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Dear Harold, 



ar 



Glad I got a prompt response. Usually, there is a slight delay 
m your responses, and I understand why, as you are a very busy man. 

Your explanation about the Manuel story was interesting, As vou 
say, we usually ayree on facts, but sometimes disagree on interpretations . 

always find your logic persuasive, and usually, I do accept your 
interpretations, at least tentatively, after thorough consideration 
oi all other inferences that may be drawn from a set of facts. The trouble 
is, that each of us, regardless of past experience, political beliefs, etc 
subjectively susceptible to particular conclusions, at least 
tentative conclusions. I do not believe our political beliefs are so 
vastly different that we should have such wide, varying frames of 
references to view any given set of facts. I believe, at least from 
our many enjoyable conversations, (at least I enjoved them), our views 
are the same on the. essential principles .of political democracy, racial- 
equality, and administration of justice. I also concede you probably 
have an arsenal of information, which you have not, and should not, 
reveal to me. I may, or may not, have access to same information. Some 
Key lact that I may not be aware of may be the missing part of the 
jigsaw, that prevents me from arriving at the same conclusion you have 
reached. Had I known this particular fact, I may have reached the same 
conclusion you properly arrived at tmmk pw- earlier. 



For instance, the removal of ftedditt. You expressed the belief 
that this was a local decision. This suggests that perhaps you have 
knowledge concerning the true identity of the alleged "secret Service 
pman from ashington, D.C., who was in Holloman’s office when Aedditt 
was told he was being removed and that a murder contract had been let 
on through a St. Louis, Mo., man. Do you know the identity of the 
man. rfas he logal? Or regional? (Mississippi, West Tennessee, 'Missouri 



The fact he was introduced as a man who had flown in from Washington 
suggests a Washington, D.C. connection? Manuel's identification — either 
made falsely or properly— as the source of the report that a hit contract 
was let on Kedditt would seem to buttress a Washington connection! 

'While you may be more familiar with the Washington, D.C., scene, 

1 am mo> e familiar with the Memphis scene. Frank Holloman did not have 
the autonomy to make any major decisions that would have aided a 
conspiracy plan without the approval of his superior, Mayor Henry Loeb. 
Although Holloman did violate one of Loeb’s security orders immediately 
after. the assassination, he is one man in the Loeb administration I 
feel is innocent of any guilt as a knowing member of a conspiracy. It is 
ironic that I have reached this conclusion, because I feel that none 
other than J. idgar Hoove r manipu l ated Holloman into removing Redditt 
from the scene through s. a conduit, either a member of 

the BI or privat^party, and while I have no direct evidence this is true, 
1 suspect that .JMBlinte the called Secret Service man from Washington 
was that conduit. The next question: was this a 'Washington man? Or a 
representative of a private party in the Memphis area? 



I know you did a ton of investigative work assisting Les Payne in 
developing the truth concerning the Invaders and the tedditt removal. 
Is there anything you can tell me to convince me to belieft.that the 
decision to remove Redditt was made locall y . not from Washington. 
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Another perplexing fact was Jiteie Holloman told ^edditt that 
the hit contract was going to be executed by a St. Louis man. Redditt 
does not recall Holloman saying he was a black man from St. Louis, 
but only Amu* assumed the hit man was black, because Holloman said 
the contract was let by a radical black militant ^roup from Mississippi. 

Could this be a coincidence? That is, Holloman talking about 
a man coming to Memphis from St. Louis, and the fact James Earl Ray 
was from St. Louis? It would be immmmmmmmiAsmtmK. inconceivable to me 
that a black militant group would let a contract through a purportedly 
white racist to kill a black leader, unless there was something other 
than a political-racial connection; say, a black-white underworld 
operation, etc. Of course, there is no evidence of the latter. 



You explanation concerning the panel truck seems convincing 
enough. Especially, because of the limited space in the Lorraine's 
parking lot. But how about at the fire station? This would have been • 
an ideal spot to photograph every one coming in and out of the Lorraine. 
This was a standard FBI Cointelpro procedure. But, on April 4, there 
were no FBI agents that I know of, who assisted Redditt and Richmond 
in surveillance of movements at the motel. In fact, there were no FBI 
agents near the scene of the Lorraine on April 4* According to Sullivan's 
and Murtagh's statements, King was under constant surveillance, night 
and day, everywhere he went, in every cityj from 1964 to the day he was 
killed. The fact that Dr. King was at the torraine most of the day 

the FBI's imagined need to know who were coming to see him on that day, 
especially as King and the SCLC were not only making 
the Memphis march, but the Jflpg^cfcming Poor People's Marc] 

Again, I can't prove it, £ut I believe the FBI called off its 
surveillance on early April 4 because key FBI leaders knew something 
/(was afoot. This might constitute knowledge that would be incriminating 
to charges of assessories before the fact, and again, this knowledge 
might havQybeen so sketch,, it would be insufficient to IpnA Ja* 
describe!* as guilty knowledge. If King was killed amid the massive 
surveillance of the day before, it would be impossible for the assassin 
to have escaped. One might want to argue that if there had been a FBI 
conspiracy to kill King, it would hve been better for the FBI to fans#. 
had King under surveillance at the time the fatal bullet was fired, so 
that FBI agents could have moved in at once and^*Jcills*the fleeing assassin. 
The only thing wrong with that conclusion would be that the FEI would 
have egg on its face* for two reasons: 




l) The El E¥»s WTTtir WtJ~nnnAi t i nil iiniiiiinilMUt invincible reputation 
would be severely damaged, if an assassin slipped through its security 
net and killed King. 



2)The f] gf.’s covert surveillance — illegal survei ’ lance, that is r — . 
would have been revealed to the public at that time. Note, the illegal 
surveillance was officially admitted only as late as 1975, although 
Murtagh and other former FBI officials had privately conceded to reporters 
as early as 1969 that King had been illegally subjected to massive 
electronic surveillance. 

Also, it would have been difficult to hmm* recruit a willing 
assassin f unless he could be convinced that security was lax. 
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Hence, another fact emerges which we have different interpretations. 
For a hit man to have assurance tf&c that security would be lax, he must 
have confederates to conduct reconrftj£SSS2£ of the murder scene prior to 
the hit. Thus, this might explain the presence of the eggs and sausage 
man prior to the hit. But, then the question arises — the one which has 
apparently convinced Lesar and you that this man could not have been 
part of the plot — why did he return the very next morning? 



You admonish me to always keep things simple. The answer to that 
question is simple . The man returned to the scene the very next dav 
for the express purpose of exonerating himself of any suspicion in that! 
case. He could — and did, so I hear--say: "would I return to the scene 
if I am involved?" And to make his cover per^eet-y^SeJhatT a leglul 
reason for being there in the first place: ' "Tie w as irT~tE^~-hus4^re^ 
buying and selling slum property . At least, that was 



. his prospectus 

to potential stockholders described his business operation*. However, an 
investigation has failed to ever turn up one business transaction that 
his incorporated firm had ever handled. Furthermore, the business 
was apparently dissolved the following year, with an entirely different 
business name on the glass doors of his suite, with the person in question 
stepping down as President to Vice President. "X^t business want out of 
operation a couple of years later. Again," •■■■■■lostensibly ytjie business 
was supposed to be matching idHK potential sellers with potential buyers 
of real estate by use of computers and an air service. The man in question 
was quite prosperous enough at that time, but there is no evidence unearthe< 
that he ever sold one tract of real estate. Gerold Frank visited him in 
late f969, and spent five days with him. I have a transcript of an 
interview conducted with Frank — not by me(Frank knows me), but by another 
party. Frank said he went to this party’s home on a story not connected 
with the King murder, but somehow the King murder came up. Frank said 
he decided on the first day that this man had nothing to do with the King 
case and knew nothing useful that could aid him. Frank, however, concedes 
he stayed £ou£ mor e days wit h -him , gathering material for a story of 
how a successful ex-convict hired" ex-convicts to work for him in a 
legitimate business. Such story , or book was never published , if written . 
Also note, AP carried a story in T 969 that Frank had drawn a $1 50,000 
advance to write a comprehensive story on the King assassination. And 
with $150,000 in his bank account, would Frank be wasting five days 
with a man whom he really thought had nothing to do with King case? 

Also, for the record, Frank presents every conspiracy possibility 
for discussion in his book ranging from CIA to KKK(not the FBI). He 
discusses the -“enavides-^onnevecche reports, etc. But he makes no 
mention of the eggs and sausage incident, nor KiMitoasgfc ,0 the man who 



As far as the questions you asked me, the only time I heard about 
the labor leader from Carolina, was from you. You swore me to secrecy 
about the incident, so I haven’t asked anyone about him, nor have I ever 
revealed what little you told me about him. Dusty the Breadman has 

long retired to a comfortable real estate law practice in East Memphis, 
the bailiwick of the Memphis affluent. So has his former mentor, Phil 
Canale. I am very careful not to discuss these matters with other 
Memphians, especially attorneys such as Sabella, Thompson, etc, because 
I am trying to dispell the appearance of having any active interest in 
the case. An incident arose recently which indicated to me that RXT 
still has an interest in probing the King murder. He denies that the NAACP 
Lpjfcal Defense fund is his client, and I believe him on that score, because 
his successful representation of police union members accused of brutality 
against blacks has alienated him from his old black clients. But I have 
a statement from a man who claims RXT and a black Los Angeles newsman 
tried to set him up in Los Angeles last year. Re claimed the newsman set 

nn f"Vt a inf orvl n vi n V. /-\+- 1 v. « /> » T*n~ T J -*-i - - — 
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full of people — a condition he expressly forbade when 1 'agreeing to 
the interview by the newsman . .Thompson tried to get the man to sit 
in a comfortable easy chair exchanged pleasantries 'irj "order "to 
warm him up. This party got up when Thompson Bed ts? delve into 

what he knew ajbout the King case t fis^ pulled baclTa cushion to the chair 
to see that it was bugged. He left. This party claims to be an expert 
in electronic bugging. I asked Thompson about the last time he was 
in Los Angeles. Thompson said he» had not been in Los A n g.eles ,for_ 
several years® but had been on the West Coast for' two months last' 
year,- mostly. around San Francisco, on what he described- as a "hot 
cas'd. ’’ T- then asked him: if - he . had tried tb* bug someone :: t'her eV‘- and 
degpite Thompson's ability to convincingly appear Tnnodeht , I' think 
^jj£t got the response I needed. He did try to bug someone there. 

This party' may or may not have-' valid inf ormatdrnli^out the King 
case. I may not believe' eve* thing'he has told me •^fci^he thinks he 
knows about the case. I do believe >|thim when he tells me RXT tried to 
bug him in a hotel room' in Los' Angeles' last year. : '--i,! 

So this leaves the last item:^^lli^Sresence of Ray, or an imposter, 
in-the St. Francis hotel three weeks after King’s murder. Ap.ain, I 
take your advice. First, I have only considered these reports: I have 
not_ acdepted tj ^eia- Why would a man use the Galt alias after it had been 
'announced as“The alias of the man charged with King’s murder? If the 
man really was not Ray, what would he have to fear? First, he could be 
a sensation seeker^ Second, he could have been a nut. Third, he could 
be part of a disinformation scheme, aiding and abetting the escape of 
Ray via. Canada and London. Why would a man want to implicate himself 
in a sc-Mn^ and involve himself as a suspect in a conspiracy to murder 
King? I can p answer the question. 1 can consider the possibility that 
it did happen . After all, similar incidents occurred in Memphis with 
the Henavides and Bonnevecche incidents. Why would they want to expose 
themselves in what may have turned out for them to be assessories to 
murder or obstruction of justice by aiding and abetting the escape of 
a fugitive? 

I have learned somewhat more about the LA incident. Here are 
the bare fadts: 

There are signed statements from several persons, some of them 
residents of the St. Francis Hotel, others from" employes and guests 
of the Sultan Room, that a man calling himself Galt checked 

into the hotel on the 19 or 20 of April (about the same time Ramsay 
°lark announced that Eric Starvo Galt was the chief suspect in the 
King slaying. He stayed several days until the police made the raid. 

The FBI questioned these persons and took statements. 

Thinking simple is good advice. But sometimes in simpl^i^'*''^ 
speculative situations, there's a danger of oversimpJ«|ij(g* And after 
all, so many things that happen Sin this life aren’t reAly so siriple. 
Complicated situations '«aHK usually constitute the norm. Just reading 
the facts in most of the outstanding cases prove how complicated 
situations can become. 



Sincerely 



Wavne 
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